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March 11, 1999 ..,~ . ~ ~.~

U.S. 0agent of the Irtterior

Washington, OC 20240

Honorable Secretary Mary
Califorrt~a Resources Agency
1416 Ninth Skeet
:Sacramento, CA g5814

Dear Secretary.Ba~bbitt and Secretary Nichols:

/" We are writing to request a meeting with both of you at’your earliest possible �onvenien=~
\regarding a water managem_ent issue that appears.to I~e heading foe’ a major eruption In the
~pe~xt month. This conflict which we belie~..e.-y0u wlil agree is a needless one could

jeopardize.o..=_.u_r.. _a._bi~__t~.~_u..i~ld ~on the-pro~i~ss made, (wit~ tl~e assistance of both of your
administrati=ns), in GalFed’s r~’~,antly released "Phase Ii" reporL

You will recall that ~e major turning point in state, Re~eral elations with regard to solving
water problems came with the signing of the Bay-Delta A~:~r~ in December 1994. In
addition to creating a constructive forum and approach for coilal=orattve problem solving, the
Acr, ord gave an important assurance to w=ter users in providing for "no net loss" in water
supplies beyond a spedfio amount to protect Delta fl~heri~s. Water users agreed to provide
1.1 million acre-feet for Delta fish and wildlife purposes in exchange for certainty in their
remaining supplies. Water users were assured that no additional water would be taken from
them, and if fo~ some reason more water was required, it would be purchased from
sellers. The question now is whether the federal government still remains committed to
solving Bay-Delta problems without taking any further supplies away from water users.

Shortly after adol;~on of the Ac~,=ord, the Interior l:~partment began a lengthy process to
determine how to implement the so-called "B2" provision of thm Central Va!ley Project
Improvement Act, which dedicates up to 800,000 acre-feet of CVP yield for fish protection
purposes. In its November :Z0, 1997, administrative proposal, the Department propo~d to
implement up to eight fish !~rotection measures in addition to those specified by the Accord,
l:ut to mitigate the supply and operational impacts those measures woUl~l impose by
implementing a se~les of "toolbox" measures. ~n additien, the D~partment made similar =no
net loss" commitments in the San Joacluin River Agreement.

The issue at hand is whether the Department of interior remains c~mmitted this year to
implement the tools necessary to address impacts that CVPIA fish measure~ Wil! Iikely have
on bOth the CVP and State Water Project. These impales include not only reductions in
supply, but operational impacts relate~l to tl~e al:~lity to maintain water levels in San Luis
Reservoir. Due to the physical 10e, ation of intakes, Water users in Santa Clara and San
Ben~to Counties (including the major urban i~dustrial area known as "~ili¢on Valley") are the
first to go offline if water levels in San LuJs Reservoir drop too low in August. Without
impler~e~ation of appropriate roofs to offset fish measure~, there is potential that this
interruption in sexy{ca could occur.
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Until recently, we believed ~hat the Department did in fact remain �ommitted to pursuing
options On water purchas~ that could be executed if it do~s turn out that SUpply anti
operational impacts result as foraoasted from implementation of the add~or~al f’~h
measures. We i~ave growing concerns about ~at commitment as a result of; lack o1’ closure
to tool implementation; lack of closure to funding mechanisms; Fish & Wildlife announced
intentions to abandon the development of a l ggg demonstration project for the
Environmental Water Account (EWA); sl~c~t time frame we have to come to closure on these
issues {April 15).

It is critics! to the ¢or~nued success of CalFed that both the f~le~al and state
administrations re-affirm the commitment they made under the Acco~ tibet any additional
water provided to ~e environment be provided on a no net loss basis to water supplies.
Such a commitment is needed if we plan to have �losure before April 15, when the next
round of fish measures is scheduled to be implemented. We are deeply concerned about
the handling of this matter. To us, the issue is not just the immediate ¢onfli=t over the
water. Rather, it is a question of wl~ether your administrations remain committed to tl~e spirit
of the Accor¢l. whi¢l! is designed to address ecosystem problems while providing a
signifi¢ant degree of certainty to w~tet users, and the potioy agreements reached in
CalF~:i’s Phase II Report regarding �ontinuous improverrmnt in water supply, water quality,
and ecosystem �on~litions.

CalFed’s success depends on resolution of this issue, and as suc~. calls for your immediate
personal attention. We respectfully t~luest an opportunity tO meet ~ both of you as soon
as possible to discuss the s~t~Jat~on. We will be =ailing you shortly to arrange a meeting.

Sincerely,

Thomas N. Clark Walter L Wadlow
Kern County Water Age~-’y Santa Clara Valley

Water District

Timothy H. Quinn Daniel G. Nelson
Metropolitan Water District of San Lugs & Delta-Mendota
Southern California Water Authority

~=~!’Jason Peltier Thomas R. Hurlbutt
Central Valley Project Tulare Lake Basin Water

Alien ~hort
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